Attachm_ént to Independent Case Review Repoft; ‘
For CDRU #3860 ‘Case file # 95-290381.

.Material Examiner: A Malc;nei ('IéO)u. .

Remarks:

* Case resulted in frial, transcript available. '




“ . “INDEPENDENT CASEREVIEW REPORT

JIndependent Review conducted by:  Steve Robertson

Arca(s) of Expértise:  Hair and Fiber

. Review commencéd att  3:15PM (Time), 03/13/2001, {Date)’

File#: - -95-290381

" Laboratory #(s):  91004076/00122032

Exariiner(s) & Symbols

Reviewed . Not Reviewéd - o Reviewed Not Reviewed
"RQ - - X0 - o o ‘
UF. _ ‘ a - Xo S ‘ o . . @O
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- Materials Reviewed
Trial testimony transcript(s) of: WMichael Malone - -
i Testimony Date(s): _ unknowi o Pages:  227-244.
Labomatory Report(s} . T
! -Lal-mratory‘Number: 91004076!00122032 Dater - Mar29,1990 .
Laboratory Number: a . Date: o
'ﬂ_ygbor'atg_r'z;bl_qgl@er: . Date: '
T q S ST T -
Fxaminer Bench-Notes of: RQ -

Laboratory Number; 91004076
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Was afly other aterial Teviewsd? “XO—Yes——— —— O No—

If yes, pléase identify and/or describe the material:

Submitting agency letter (dated 9-19-89)

Results of Review
File#  95-290381 Item or Specimen # Reviewed: Q1-Q8,Q13-Q17, Kl, K2, X4, K5
Review-of Laboratory Report(s) and Bench Notes:
"Note: Nlimbere;i comments are required below or on. .
additional pages for any “No” or “Unable to Determine” Respoinises |
1) Did the examiner perform the appropriate tests in a sc;enuﬁcally acceptable manner, based on the
- methods, pmtocols and analyfic techniques available at the time of the original examinatiosi(s)?
- OYes ONo X0OUnabletoDetermine
2) Are the examination 'results set forth i in the laboratory report(s) supported and adequately docuimentéd in
- the bench notes_‘? " OYes XONo OUnableto Detenmne
Review of Testimony: .

--'Note: Numbered comménts are required below or on
additional pages for any “No” or “Unable to Determine” Responses

O Transcript not available.

"3) Testimoiiy consistent with the laboratory repori(s)?

OYes X ONo 0O Unableto Determine
4) Testimony consistent with the bench notes? DYes X ONo O Unable toDetermine
- - 5) Tesﬁmo.ny within bounds of examiner's expertise? o No.

X0 Yes O Unsble to Detersiine
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Comments )

(Set forth by above question #,.if apphcable
Use “Additional Comments” Sheet, if needed)

File #: 95-290381

#1:-With microscopic, hair examlnatnon even Wlth the best notes, there is no way 1o detenmne the examinaiion

was perfonned con'ectly

#2 The examma‘uon results set forth in the laboratory report are supported by the bench notes, but the

_documentahon is margma]ly adequate . The notes are not daied or. mmaled and are in penc:l The bench notes do

) not document why the Negrozd hair recovered from Q5 (wctxm’s Jumpsmt) is not smtable for comparison. \

The notes conclude itetns Q4 and Q5 are torn, bui there isno documgntatmn of the observed characteristics

leading to'that conclusion,

#3: Malone testified that “I proc'eése_d all the items for hair and fibers” and “I removed all the hairs from these

‘Review completed ai. _4:00BM  (Time), . 03/13/2001 {Date)
Total time spent conducting review. (to nearest 1/4 hour): 0:45 ﬁpurs .

1 hereby cestify that I conducted this review in an mdependent unbiased manner and that the results of my review
are. fully documented on this report conmstmg ofatotalof 4. pages

03/13/2001
(Date)
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Additional Cohlme;lts
{Bet forth by question #, if applicable)

Fileth 95-290381

)

#3 (continued): itéms". The notes indicate, and this rev:cwer has been told, that techmmans process and recover

. the hair and fiber evidénce and that Malone didn’t do technician work.

* Malone testified twice that the hair recuvpfed from the quilt and the jumpsuit are ﬁegroid hair “fragments”. His

laboratory-report does not state that the hair are fragments. (see #4 below)

#4: Malone’s bench notes do not mdxcate the Negroid hau' recovered ﬁ-om QS and Q6 are fragments His notes

are 1ot consistent with hls testimony concemmg this.
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